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We investigate the experimental bounds on the Flavor-Violating (FV) couplings of the Z
boson to the charged leptons. In addition to the direct LHC searches for FV Z decays to
leptons, we investigate indirect bounds from flavor-conserving Z decays to leptons at 1-loop,
bounds from LEP searches, Electroweak Precision Observables (EWPO), ¢; — ;v decays,
¢; — 3¢, decays, ¢; — {; + inv. decays, F'V meson decays to leptons, FV 7 decays to pu(e)
-+ mesons, muon conversion in nuclei, and from muonium-antimuonium oscillations. For FV
Z couplings to Tu, we find that 7 — 7y yields the strongest bounds, with a level reaching
O(1077), followed by bounds from 7 — 3u(uee). For FV Z couplings to e, we find that the
strongest bounds arise from the decay 7 — uue, reaching O(10~7) as well, with bounds from
7 — 3e also yielding strong bounds. For FV Z couplings to pe, we find that the strongest
bounds are obtained from the decay y — 3e, reaching O(10711), with bounds from u — e,
muon conversion, K¢ — pe and p — e + inv. also providing strong bounds. We also study
projections from future experiments, such as the FCC-ee, Belle IT and the Mu2e experiment.
For the Z couplings to 7u, we find that future experiments could improve the bound to
O(107%), whereas for the Z couplings to Te, we find that future experiments could improve
the bound to O(1078), and for the Z couplings to pe, they could improve the bound to
O(10713).
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) marked a significant
milestone in particle physics [I], completing the Standard Model (SM) framework. Despite this
achievement, the SM falls short of addressing several fundamental questions, such as the origin
of neutrino masses, the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe, the nature of dark matter
and dark energy, and the strong CP problem. These unresolved issues strongly suggest that the
SM is not the ultimate theory but rather an Effective Field Theory (EFT) valid up to a certain
Ultraviolet (UV) energy scale A. At this scale, New Physics (NP) phenomena are expected to
emerge, manifesting as small deviations from the SM predictions that are suppressed by powers
of A [2H5]. This perspective has motivated extensive efforts to explore BSM physics through both
theoretical models and experimental searches.

There have been significant efforts to search for physics Beyond the Standard Model (BSM),
with many proposals put forward. One such proposal involves searching for Flavor Violation (FV).
It is known that the SM lacks any Flavor-Changing Neutral Currents (FCNC) [6]. The QED
photon couples universally to charged fermions, depending only on their electric charge. In the
SM Higgs sector, the Yukawa couplings do not violate flavor, and the SM Z boson also preserves
flavor. However, incorporating FCNC in BSM physics is relatively straightforward with some minor
assumptions.

FV in the Higgs sector has attracted significant attention over the years (see, for instance, [7H30]).
As pointed out in [31], it is well known that in the SM, there exists an approximate U(1)® symmetry
of light quarks, which is broken by the Yukawa couplings. Thus, UV interactions with the Higgs
need not necessarily preserve flavor. However, the fact that FV at A ~ a few TeV is experimentally
excluded led the authors to propose the Minimal Flavor Violation (MFV) framework, in which all
flavor- and CP-violating interactions are linked to known Yukawa interactions.

On the other hand, less attention has been given to studying FV in the Z sector [32H36] or the
Z" sector [37H4T]. In this work, we aim to update the bounds on FV Z interactions with charged
leptons and establish novel constraints that, to the best of our knowledge, have not been previously
calculated. We review the bounds arising from direct searches at the LHC for Z — £;¢; decays,
FV loop corrections to the flavor-conserving Z — ¢;¢; decays, LEP searches, electroweak precision
observables (EWPO), lepton number-changing decays such as ¢; — 3¢;, ¢; — {;7 decays, muon
conversion in nuclei, and muonium-antimuonium oscillation. Additionally, we derive novel bounds

from processes such as ¢; — ¢; + inv. decays, meson decays and from 7 decays to p(e) + mesons.



In general, we find that bounds extracted from indirect searches are stronger than those from the
LHC’s direct searches by several orders of magnitude. Specifically, for the FV Z couplings to 7u,
we find that 7 — py provides the strongest constraints, reaching a level of @(107°). Bounds from
the decays 7 — 3u and 7 — pee also impose strong constraints, at the level of O(107%) — O(107?),
compared to O(1073) from direct searches. Additionally, we find that bounds from FV leptonic
meson decays can be as strong as O(1072) — O(10~%), whereas bounds from 7 decays involving
mesons and from 7 — p+inv. could reach O(10~%)—O(107%). Other constraints, such as those from
electroweak precision observables (EWPO) and flavor-conserving Z decays, provide less stringent
bounds. Finally, we find that future experiments on 7 — p7y could improve the bound to ©(107°).

As for the bounds on the FV Z couplings to Te, we find that 7 decays to 3e and ppue provide the
strongest constraints, reaching O(10~7), compared to O(1073) from direct searches. We also find
that 7 — ey can impose strong limits of O(10~°). Bounds from meson decays and from 7 — e+inv.
can reach O(1072) —O(10~*), whereas those from 7 decays involving mesons can impose constraints
at the level of O(10™%) — O(107%). Other constraints, such as those from LEP searches and loop
corrections to flavor-conserving Z decays to leptons, are much weaker and reach at best of O(1072).
Future experiments on 7 — 3¢ may improve the bound to O(1078).

Finally, the strongest bounds on FV Z couplings to ue arise from the y — 3e decay, which reach
O(10~11), compared to only O(10~%) from direct searches. Constraints from p — e + inv., u — e
conversion and g — e7 are also stringent, reaching O(1078) —O(10~11). Bounds from meson decays
to pe can be as strong as O(1072) — O(10~®), whereas other constraints, such as those from LEP
searches, flavor-conserving Z decays, meson decays, and muonium-antimuonium oscillations, yield
weaker bounds of at most O(10~2) — O(1073). Future experiments, particularly on y — 3e, could
further improve the bound to O(10713). In general, we find that the most promising experiments to
search for F'V in the Z interaction with leptons, include the decays of ¢; to 3¢;, £;v and £; +inv. in
addition to muon conversion. Furthermore, we find that both meson decays and 7 decays involving
mesons are also promising channels to search for FV and deserve attention.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section [[I] we present our framework for describing FV in
the Z interaction with fermions. In Section [[II} we discuss all the bounds and projections in detail.
We relegate some of the technical details to the appendices. We finally present our conclusions and

future direction in Section [V1



II. THE FRAMEWORK

As alluded to above, in the SM, the Z sector is flavor-conserving. More specifically, the coupling

of the Z boson to fermions can be written as

LN = =2, " (91 PL + g PR) S, (1)
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with T})’L being the 3rd component of the weak isospin, Oy being the weak mixing angle and with
both gi and g{{ being real in the SM. Working in a bottom-up approach, it is fairly easy to generalize
Eq. to include FV simply by promoting gi r to become non-diagonal matrices. As such, the
FV version of Eq. becomes

Lg}/;fj = _ZM?iVH(ggPL + ggPR)fj + h.c., (2)
with the diagonal elements of the matrices gzj r corresponding to the SM flavor-conserving couplings
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where the factor of 2 is due the h.c. piece. In general, the elements of gzj r can be complex, and
need not be symmetric, however, we shall assume that they are symmetric for the sake of simplicity,
but allow for the possibility that they could be complex. This assumption is plausible and does
not represent much limitation. The Lagrangian in Eq. is an EFT that arises from an unknown
UV sector at some scale of NP A. However, we can match the BSM contributions to gZL] R to
higher-dimensional operators in the SMEFT. For example, [33] studied FV Z decays to 7u and pe
using the dimension-6 FV operators in the basis developed in [42]. However, here we find it more
convenient to use the so-called Warsaw basis [43]. We point out that Z decays within the SMEFT
were studied in [44], but with no treatment of FV. At dimension-6, the following F'V operators can
contribute to gg R
Ofuigrr : (3D uH) ), (HYDT 1) T 4y), (6D ) Eirey), )
(G ;) (0" HW],), (0™ e5) (H By, .
where ¢ = j corresponds to flavor-conserving operators and ¢ # j to FV ones, Wlfy = @LWVI —&,Wlf —

A . <= )
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% w0V H, and the covariant derivative is given by D, = 8, + % 9B, + %gWiol . Notice here that
since these operators contribute to the off-diagonal F'V elements of gZL] p» as well as to the diagonal
SM ones, the contributions to the SM couplings must be suppressed to satisfy the experimental
constraints on gz, g. Therefore, the Lagrangian in Eq. involves some fine-tuning to keep the
diagonal contributions suppressed while allowing for significant deviations in the off-diagonal ones.
Such fine-tuning might appear unnatural, however, we show below that it is quite possible within
the relevant FV dimension-6 SMEFT operators without radical assumptions.

Notice that the operators in Eq. are in the unbroken phase. It is more convenient to work
in the broken phase where the physical Z boson is manifest. The SMEFT operators in the broken
phase were worked out in [45], and here we review their main results relevant to this paper, limiting
ourselves to the gauge sector.

When including dimension-6 operators, the kinetic terms of the gauge bosons receive contribu-
tions from the two operators in the second line of Eq. and thus must be normalized. In order

to do so, the gauge fields and couplings in the unbroken phase are redefined as follows:

Wi =W/(1+ Cawoi),
Bl =Bl (1+ Cupvy),
91 = 91(1+ Cupvy),
9> = (1 + Crw o), (5)
where Cgyw and Cyp are the Wilson coefficients of the two operators above and vy is the total

Higgs VEV including all contributions from dim-6 operators that contribute to the Higgs potential,

which can be expressed as

3CHU3)U. (6)
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Wi and B, can be rotated into the physical states as follows
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! The dim-6 operators that contribute to the Higgs VEV and kinetic terms are £% = Cyx(H'H)?> +

Cuo(H'H)O(H'H) + Cup(H'D*H)*(H' D, H), where the first one contributes to the VEV, whereas the re-
maining two contribute to the kinetic term.
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Now, we have all the ingredients needed to extract the couplings of the physical Z to the rest

of the SM particles. For fermions, the dim-6 Z f f can be expressed as
6 _
8 = 52275, (10)
where neglecting neutrinos, the neutral current J% is given by

JE = Ze ijernter; + [ Zeglijer,"er; + [Zuy)ijur, " ur,

7 B 3 3 (11)
+ [Zugliur "R, + [Za, ijdr, " dr; + [Zaglijdr,y " dr,,
where i, j are generation indices, and the coefficients are given by
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and as usual, the FV coefficients are given by ¢ # j, whereas the flavor-conserving ones by i = j;
contribute to the SM couplings. Thus, it is possible to tune the diagonal contributions to zero while
allowing the off-diagonal ones to be free parameters via an appropriate choice of the parameters.
For example, if we set Cy = Cyp = Cgw = Cgwp = 0, then this implies that vr = v, g, 5 = 912,
Gz =9z, 0= 0w, ZF = ZF, A* = A* and Mz = myz, and setting C:L;;Jc = 0 while allowing Cﬁv #0
for i # j will introduce no contributions to the diagonal terms, while inducing non-vanishing

contributions to the off-diagonal couplings. As a concrete example, consider the Zee interaction

Lee = —gzZa([ZeL]ijéLﬂ%Lj + [ZER]MER”%RJ')’ 1)

11 11

with the coefficients given by the first and second lines of Eq. . If we set qull) = CSI) =Cye =0,
11
then [Z., |11 and [Z.,]11 will reduce to their SM values and the diagonal part of Eq. reduces

to the SM Lagrangian. On the other hand, allowing Cgl), C’g’l), and Cpe (for ¢ = 2,3) to have
it 1 i
non-vanishing values will give rise to the off-diagonal interaction term

['eu,e'r = _gZZa ([ZCL]HEL’YQHL + [ZeRhZER’YaNR + hC) + (/’L < T)u (14)

which can immediately be matched to Eq. . Another possibility is to simply absorb all diagonal
dim-6 contributions in the definition of the SM couplings, however, this requires the assumptions
that such contributions are all flavor-universal or very close to flavor-universal as the case in the
SM. Thus to summarize, it is possible to suppress the contributions of higher-dimensional operators
to the diagonal terms of g’L] r While allowing the off-diagonal ones to be sizable, albeit at the expense

of some fine-tuning that will always be unavoidable.

III. BOUNDS ON THE FV Z INTERACTIONS

In this section, we will discuss the relevant constraints on the FV Z couplings to leptons. We
postpone investigating F'V in the quark sector to future work. Explicitly, we write the leptonic part

of Eq. as follows
_ rSM =~ TH T = Te Te — o pe e
Ly = L7 =Zo7mY* (91" PL+gp Pr)—207y (91 PrL+95 Pr)e—Zafiy* (9] Pr+9% Pr)eth.c.. (15)

This is the main formula we use throughout this paper to extract bounds on the FV Z couplings
to leptons. All the bounds reported in this paper are given @90% CL. Tables andsummarize
the results, in addition to the plots in Fig.



Channel Couplings Bounds Projections

Z =T V9gl P+lag 1? <235%x 1073 <291 x107°
EWPO - U parameter V0g"P+197)? <0.2 -

Z =ty Vilor P+aRlor'1? <0.11 -
Z—Trr Vo P+aklad P <0.12 -
T = wy VI P+a2lad 2 <285x 1077 <44x1078
T — 3u VI P+a2lad 2 <864x 1077 <1.33x 1077
T puTete” Vrlg P+alad' 2 <5.66 x 1077 -
T pte e Vg P+a3gf 2 <7.3x 1077 -

T = ptinv. VISP PG <276 x 1074 ]
T(S) = 7p VI P9 <0.11 )
T(28) = T VIGTPHeT? < 7.81x 1072 )
T(39) = mp VIITPHgT? <511 x 1072 _
I/ = T 97" 12 +lgR'[? <0.95 _
BY = Tp VI0gr P+gd P < 3.42x 10~* _
Bs = Ty Vo PHgTE < 7.24x1073 _
7= pp’ V0gr P+Hgd <5.5x 1075 )
T pw VG PHeTE - <834x107° _
T p VISP eT?  <6.12x107° _
T = pr’ VIITEHgTE <215 x 1074 ]
T — pkY VIGFPHgT? <892x 1077 ]
T VISP <219x107% 272 x 1077
T VIS PHgH 2 <4.8x 1074 _

TABLE I: 90% CL bounds and projections on the leptonic next-to-minimal FV Z couplings to 7 and .

A. Constraints from Z — Kféf Direct Searches

The first and most straightforward bound arises from the direct searches for FV Z decays,
which have been updated recently by the LHC. This process can take place at tree-level and a

simple calculation yields
D(Z 5 667) = 22 (g P+lgd2). (16)

where ¢; ; = {e,u, 7} and we have dropped terms of O(my, ;/Mz). Notice here that there is a
factor of 2 stemming from the hermitian conjugate part of the Lagrangian, since the experimental
bound is given for Z — (*¢T. For the decay Z — pTeT, the latest bounds can be found in [46]
and read Br(Z — pteT) < 2.62 x 1077 @95% CL. This can be translated into the 90% CL



Channel Couplings Bounds Projections
Z e 97 +HgR 12 <2.06x107% <291 x 1077
EWPO - U parameter \g£5|2+|gﬁe‘2 <02 _
LEP(eTe™ — 7777) \/|g£e|2+0'91|g§e‘2 - 6.28 x 10~2 B
Z—ete VI PeRlgE? <843 x 1072 -
Z =Tt N AR <0.12 _
T ey ValgrProRlow]? <253 %1077 <9.84x1078
T 3e VIR E  <472x107° < 6.43 x 10710
T pte” VI PoRlgE?  <3.34x 1077 ]
T et VOGP +oRloie? <375 x107° ]
T—e+inv. 97 P+ g5 P <276 x 10~ _
T(25) = 7e VITEPHgE? < 7.69x 1072 )
T(35) — e 9T PHgR ] <5.95x 102 ]
J/p — Te l97° 12 +g7 |7 <1.93 _
B — e VI HgiE? < 3.66 x 1074 _
By = e 971> +g7 2 < 4.18 x 1072 _
T ep! 971> +g7 |2 < 6.26 x 1077 _
T ew 9712 +g7 2 < 6.55 x 1075 _
Tep VIR <571 x107° )
T e’ 97 P +]97 ] <1.83 x10* _
T K] l97°12+g7 |? <948 x 107° _
Tren VIGEPHeE? <261 x 1074 )
Ten TP gR e <5.32x 107 ]

TABLE II: 90% CL bounds and projections on the leptonic next-to-minimal FV Z couplings to 7 and e.

bound? 4 /[gh°|2+|g/ |2 < 4.72 x 107%. On the other hand, the bounds on Z — 74T, 72T can be
found in [47] and when combined with previous bounds yield (also @95% CL) Br(Z — 75u7) <
6.5 x 1075 and Br(Z — 7%eT) < 5 x 107, These translate to /|97 |>+|gx'[* < 2.35 x 1073 and
\/W < 2.06 x 1073, respectively.

The proposed FCC-ee collider measurements can improve the bounds on the FV Z decay to
Kl?tff The projections @95% CL are estimated to be Br(Z — pu*eT) ~ 1078 — 1071° and Br(Z —
t5eT /r5uF) ~ 107% These projections translate into the projected limits y/[gh°|2+|gs |2 <
9.21 x 1075, /|g7"1?+|gR'|? < 2.91 x 1077 and +/|g7¢[>+|gF[> < 2.91 x 1075, respectively, where

3 Whenever bounds are reported at a CL different from 90%, they are shifted to 90% to maintain consistency.



Channel Couplings Bounds Projections
Z — pe 19712 +1g5 |2 <4.72x107% <9.21x107°
EWPO - U parameter |92+ g |2 < 0.2 -
LEP(ete™ — ptpu™) V092 +0.91] gk 2 < 5.62 x 1072 -
Z —ete N e AR < 8.43 x 1072 -
Z =yt VgL P+ahles P <0.11 -
[ ey NCAU SRR AR <134x1072  <4.63x10°13
pw— 3e NCAU SRR ASE <T717Tx1078 < 7.17x10715
W — e conversion V0952 40.74] gk 12 <584 x107" <949 x 10713
[t — e+ inv. 97 P +gk |2 <851x107% < 1.12x107?
M — M oscillation (g7 P+1gs [2)? + 6.5|gh Plgk]? < 2.72x 107 -
—2.32(|g1 P +195 [*)Re(97 9%™)
I/ — pe 97" P +lgR ? <0.19 -
& — pe |92+ g |2 < 42.93 -
17— pe 97 12 +lgg 2 <22.74 -
n' — pe L9712 +gls |2 <2.16 x 103 -
70 — e |97 1P +lgw 1P <5.7x1072 -
B% — pe |97 12 +g% |2 <43x107° -
By — pe |97 1P +g% | <821 x107° -
D% — pe L9712 +gls |2 <4.51x 107 -
K9 — pe VI 2+ aw P < 6.57 x 1078 -

TABLE III: 90% CL bounds and projections on the leptonic FV Z couplings to p and e.

10

we have used the strongest projection to set the limits on the FV Z couplings to ue.

B. LEP Constraints

LEP searches involving eTe™ — uT ™, 777 can be used to set limits on the FV Z couplings.
These processes proceed via the s-channel and t-channel as shown in Fig. [T} with only the t-channel

ones being FV. To find the cross-section, we express the total matrix element as follows
M = Mgy + Mpy, (17)

where Mgy (Mpy) is given by the s (t) channel. Working to the LO in gilR, it is easy to see

that the leading F'V contribution arises from the interferences terms between the SM and the FV
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et A
FIG. 1: LEP searches involving ete™ — uTp~, 7777, Only the t-channel could have FV couplings.
contributions 2Re(Mgm My ) and is given by
2\ 2 2
m s 2m
2<1+Z> log<1+2>—<3+ Z)]x
s ms, s

2 S el |2 2 S el |2
—— + 47 + —— +47ra .
(<9LS m2 > |97 | (938 m2 > 9% | >

This can be used to extract bounds on the FV Z couplings by demanding that the FV cross-

1
o Yoo w0 i)~ —
O'Fv(e e — ) 167s

(18)

sections in Eq. be within the measured experimental uncertainties. The measured cross-
section of these processes can be found in [48], where we find that the lo uncertainties on the

cross-sections of ete™ — uTp~, 777~ are 0.088 pb and 0.11 pb, respectively at a COM energy of

Vs = 207 GeV. These measurements translate to the bounds \/]g€e|2+0.91|g’§8|2 < 5.62x1072 and

V197¢[2+0.91]g7[? < 6.28 x 1072, We point out that future eTe™ colliders, such that ILC and the

FCC-ee could potentially improve these limits.

C. Constraints from Loop Correction to the Z — Zjﬁ; Decay

Although the Z decay to a pair of identical leptons does not have FV couplings at tree level,
it nonetheless can receive contributions from FV couplings at 1-loop as shown in Fig. Thus, it
is possible to extract bounds on the FV Z couplings, especially since the branching ratios of the
leptonic Z decays are well-measured. In our calculation, we drop terms of O(m; ;/mz). There are
two types of FV corrections at 1-loop: Vertex corrections and leg corrections. As it turns out, the
leading terms in the leg corrections are of O(m; j/mz), thus we neglect them and only consider
the vertex corrections. Using dimensional regularization in the M S scheme, the leading FV vertex

corrections read

_ 1672 — 171
N(Z = 66) = To+ OO T (3524 g3l gid Py, (19)
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FIG. 2: Tree level and FV corrections to Z — E;‘é; at one loop at LO in the FV couplings.

where I'g = ﬁ(g% + g%)mz is the tree level decay width. The latest bounds on the leptonic Z

decays are given by [50]

Br(Z — ete™) = (3363.2 £4.2) x 103%,
Br(Z — ptp”) = (3366.2 + 6.6) x 107°%,

Br(Z — 7t77) = (3369.6 £ 8.3) x 1073%. (20)

Thus, to obtain the 90% CL bound, we require

ST(Z — €1 ;)

T, < 1.7 x TP, (21)

where we have introduced a factor of 1.7 to shift the bound to a 90% CL, since the experi-
mental bounds are quoted with a scale factor of s = 1.7. For the first experimental bound,
¢; = e, which means that FV bounds can be extracted by setting ¢; = pu,7. These are

given by \/g%|gge\2+gl%i|gﬁe|2 < 843 x 1072 and \/g%|gz€|2—|—g]2%|g§€2 < 8.43 x 1072, respec-

tively. Similarly, for the second bound we have ¢; = p, which means that we can obtain FV

bounds by setting ¢; = e,7. The corresponding bounds are \/g%\gﬁe]2+g%|g§e]2 < 0.11 and

\/g%!gzu 24+¢2]g7'|> < 0.11. Finally, setting ¢; = 7, the FV bounds are obtained with ¢; = p,e,
which read \/g%|gze 24+92197|? < 0.12 and \/g%|g£“|2+gl2%|gg|2 < 0.12.

Notice that the bounds arising from Z — eTe™ are stronger than these arising from Z —
™, which are in turn stronger than these arising from Z — 7777, which is consistent with the
experimental limits given in Eq. . However, these bounds are rather weak, which implies that

this is not a promising channel to search for FV in the Z sector.
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FIG. 3: FV corrections to Z self-energy I1%,.
D. Constraints from EWPO

FV Z couplings to fermions will contribute to the self-energy of the Z-propagator HiZj » as shown
in Fig. [3| which will impact EWPO. Thus, we can use the STU parameters to set bounds on the FV
Z couplings. However, before we proceed with calculating HiZj », we should note that in the SM, the
UV divergences cancel when adding I17z, Iy, IL,, and 11,7, however, this cancellation no longer
holds as we are ignoring any FV in the W/~ sectors. In the full theory, all such information should
be available and the expectation is that UV divergences will cancel trivially. However, lacking such
a UV-complete theory, we resort to dimensional regularization.

As only I'If“ZjZ(p2 =0) and ng (p? = m%) will be needed to calculate the STU parameters, we
evaluate the Feynman diagrams in Fig. [3|at these 2 points only, which greatly simplifies the integral

over the Feynman parameters. We obtain

' m2 o 2
155(0) = g5z (1o P +1gi 1) (1 - 210 (7)) 22
ij 2 WQZ 512 | 0512 mQZ 5 .

I m) = 3575 (lo7 P+l ) (1og (F) -5 +im) (23)

where m; is the mass of the heavier particle in the loop and p is the renormalization scale. Here, we

set u? = m% as the STU parameters are measured at the Z-pole (see for instance [49]). Assuming

that the other propagators do not change, the STU parameters read

1 .

Z

4 cos? Oy sin® Oy /i i
§=-U==000 (17, (m%) - 117,,(0)). (25)

Notice that « here is evaluated at the Z pole and thus is equal to 1/128.99. The latest bounds on
the STU parameters read [50]

S=0.02£0.1, T"=0.07+£0.12, U = 0.00 £ 0.09, (26)



14

&

FIG. 4: The decay ¢; — £; + inv. through a F'V Z. Here, we sum over all neutrino flavors a = e, 1, 7.

and can be translated into bounds on the FV Z couplings. The strongest bounds arise from the U

parameter, which reads
97 [2+g* < 0.2, (27)

where 4,7 = {e,p, 7}.* Here too, we find that the bounds are rather weak, and thus EWPO are

not the optimal way to search for F'V in the Z sector.

E. Constraints from the decay ¢; — /; + inv.

One of the novel bounds on the FV Z interactions can be obtained from the searches T — uvv,
T — evv, and p — evv, which have the signature ¢; — ¢; + E£. A FV Z can contribute to these
process through the diagram shown in Fig. [l In calculating this decay, we have to sum over 3
neutrino flavors, which are all indistinguishable and appear as missing energy. As m, > m, > m,,

we can treat the final state particles including ¢; as massless. In this approximation, decay width

is given by
’ 2
i g i b2y 2) [(6=3A = A (1)
Tt = b+ inv.) = gy (9 PR | (=) + 65~ o1 = ). (29)
2,5
~ g m; ( P12 | ij 2) N
"~ 614473 cos? Oyym? 97 1°+19pl” ) (20)

2
where A = Z; . The TWIST collaboration reported bounds on pu* — et XY [51], with X" being

zZ
an invisible vector boson. The limit is given by Br(ut — et X?) < 5.8 x 107°, which translates

to 4/|gh|>+|gk’|? < 8.51 x 1078. On the other hand, the Belle experiment reported the following

4 Notice that in principle, the STU parameters will receive contributions from all FV couplings gz‘fR, 91°r, and gf?R
at the same time, however, to set an upper bound on each one, the other two are set to 0.
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bounds on 7 — pX? eX? [52, 53]: Br(r — uXY) < (1.7 — 4.3) x 1078 and Br(r — eXY) < (1.7 —
2.4) x 1078, Taking the lower limits of both bounds, they translate to \/|g7"[>+|g5'[? < 2.76 x 10~*
and \/[g7¢[?+]9F]? < 2.76x 104, respectively. These bounds are quite significant, and in the case of
the Z couplings to pe, they could compete with the classically most stringent bounds from ¢; — £;7
and ¢; — 3(; (see below). Therefore, these searches furnish a promising venue for searching for FV
in the Z sector.

We point that the Mu3e experiment is projected to improve the bounds on p — eX? to reach
O(10~®), which would improve the bound to 4/|g7|2+|ghk |> < 1.12 x 10~.

F. Constraints from ¢; — ¢;y

A FV Z can contribute to the F'V decay ¢; — £;7 through the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig.
where ¢; # £;. In addition to these vertex corrections, there are additional contributions where the
photon is radiated from the initial and final state leptons, however, these diagrams are subleading
and we neglect them here. We relegate the detailed calculation to Appendix [A] Neglecting terms

of O(m; j/mz), the decay width is given by

3 \2 y y
P(ti = ) = ami( 5= ) (93197 P+aRIgHI?)- (30)

FIG. 5: The leading contributions to ¢; — ¢;y. Other contribution where v is radiated from the initial or

final states are subleading.

The most recent bounds on the 7 — 7y decay is given by Br(r — py) < 4.2 x 1078 [50]. This

translates to \/g%]gzu\g—i-glz%]g;%“\g < 2.85 x 10~ 7. Similarly, the bounds on the 7 — ey and p — ey
decays are given by Br(7 — ev) < 3.3 x 107® and Br(u — ey) < 4.2 x 10713 [50], which lead to the
FV bounds \/g%|gze|2+g%|g§e 2 <253 x 1077 and \/g%\gge|2+g%|gﬁe|2 < 1.34 x 10712, We can

see that these bounds are quite stringent, making this channel one of the best places to search for
FV in the Z sector.
The Belle II experiment is expected to improve the bounds by about an order of magnitude.

Specifically, the projected Belle II bounds are expected to be Br(r — uy) < 1 x 107, Br(r —
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FIG. 6: The leading diagram for the process ¢; — £}, + {} + 4.

ey) < 5x107% and Br(u — ey) < 5 x 10714, which would yield the bounds \/g%|g]i“]2+g?%|g§“]2 <
4.4x1078, \/g%|gg€ 249219 < 9.84x107®, and \/g%|gfe|2—|—g%|g§f;|2 < 4.63x 10713 respectively.

G. Constraints from ¢; — (; + (), +

Stringent constraints on the FV Z couplings can be obtained from the decays ¢; — ¢; + (5, + Uy,
where £; may or may not be identical to £;. The leading contributions to these processes are shown
in Fig. [0

Notice that for the diagram on the right, it is possible to integrate out the loop and write it as
an effective interaction at tree level. This can be achieved by utilizing the results of ¢; — ;v (see
Eq. ) We present the full calculation in Appendix [B| Explicit calculation shows that the loop
calculation on the right dominates the one on the left by orders of magnitude in spite of the loop
factor. The reason for this is the heavy mass in the Z propagator which suppresses the amplitude
significantly enough to compensate for the loop factor. Thus, we neglect the contribution from this
diagram. Assuming m; > mj, my, which is a valid assumption for the decays considered, we can
treat the final state particles as massless. We only keep the mass of ¢; to avoid any IR divergence
in the second diagram. With these approximations, the decay width simplifies greatly and can be

approximated as

7 30 m} 5 ijo 9 i
Ll — £ilyly) ~ 2048W5SW(9L!9L| +9rlgs ) (31)
k

where S = 2 is a possible symmetry factor if two of the final state particles are identical. Now, we

can utilize the experimental bounds to set limits on the FV Z couplings. The first bound we consider

is on the decay 7 — 3u. The experimental limit is given by Br(r — 3u) < 2.1 x 1078 [50], which

translates to \/g%|gzﬂ 2+g]2%|g;%” 2 < 8.64 x 1077, Bounds on the same coupling combinations can

be obtained from the experimental limit Br(t — p~ete™) < 1.8 x 1078, and Br(r — pute e™) <
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FIG. 7: FV meson decays mediated by the Z boson.

1.5x1078 [50], which yield \/g%|g£“|2+g%|g;%“|2 < 5.66x10~7 and \/g%|gzu\2+g%|g§“ 2 < 7.3x1077,
respectively. To obtain bounds on the Te couplings, we use the experimental bounds on Br(r —

3e) < 2.7 x 1078, Br(r — pfu~e”) < 2.7 x 107% and Br(r — p p et) < 1.7 x 1078 [50],

which yield the bounds \/g%|gze]2+g%|g§e 2 < 472 x 1077, \/g%|gze]2+g%|g§e 2 <334 x107°

and \/ g%|gze]2+g%|g}f 2 < 3.75 x 107, respectively. Finally, the experimental measurement of

Br(p — 3e) < 1 x 10712 [50] give the bound \/g%]glzeP—i—gIQ%\gﬁeP < 7.17 x 1013, We can see that

for each combination of couplings, bounds arising from different searches are close to one another,
however, the bounds arising from mixed final states are slightly stronger than those obtained from
identical final states.

In general, ; — 3¢; decays are one of the most promising channels for searching for FV, with
future experiments planned to take place. The Belle II experiment is expected to provide stronger

bounds on these decays. In particular, the projected Belle II bound on Br(r — 3u) is expected to

be 5 x 10719, which translates into \/g%|g2“]2+g%|g;“]2 < 1.33 x 1077, Similarly, the projected
bounds on Br(7 — 3e) and Br(u — 3e) are 5 x 1071% and 1 x 10716, respectively, which become

\/g%]gze\Q—i-g%%!g}f 2 <6.43 x 10710 and \/g%\ggeyug%{\gl’gey? < 7.17 x 10715, respectively.

H. Constrains from FV Meson Decays

It was suggested in [56] (see also [57]) that experimental bounds on FV meson decays M — ¢;(;
can be used to set bounds on the FV Wilson coefficients in an EFT. Such decays can also be
used to constrain the FV Z couplings directly by considering the diagram in Fig.[7] As this decay
is mediated by a vector meson, we can utilize the technique of current algebra, and write the

interaction of the meson with the Z boson as
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e

int = Z /1'7 2
Lint sin Oy wlz (32)
where
P =3 [t S G )
Z 7 L cos by i ' ocosOy Vi

and the sum is over all quarks. Thus, in the language of the current algebra, we can simply express

the matrix element as follows

ie " uv — mi%pupy B Vo ik i
M = - (0] J7 [M(p)) TR m u(k1)v" (97" PL + g Pr)v(ke), (34)

where p is the momentum of the meson. As we can see, the neutral vector current J% allows
the meson to turn into a Z boson, which in turn can decay via a FV interaction to leptons of
different flavors. In general, the QCD matrix element is measured experimentally in terms of the
decay constant and it depends on the type of mesons. For vector mesons, which are mesons with

quantum numbers JP¢ = 177, the QCD matrix element can be expressed as

O] 77V (a)) = fymve(p), (35)

where fy is the decay constant and my is the mass of the vector meson. This can be used in Eq.
to find the decay width. Assuming without loss of generality that m; > m; and dropping m;
since m; > m, > m,, we find

9 2

-2
7 e fymy 2\ | ™ m;
NV = Bity) = gy (W Pk 1= 5| 1=

2

24 i
my,

(36)

The vector mesons for which experimental bounds on leptonic FV decays exist are: Y(15),
T(2S), Y(3S5), J/¢ and ¢. The relevant information of these mesons, including their masses, decay
constant and decay widths, are provided in Table [[V] The latest bound on the FV decays of all of
these mesons can be found in [50]. For Y(15), the bound is given by Br(Y(1S) — 7u) < 6 x 1075,
which translate into the bound 4/|g7"|?+|g4'[> < 0.11. Similarly, the FV limits from T(25) are
given by Br(Y(2S5) — 7u) < 3.3 x 107% and Br(Y(25) — 7e) < 3.2 x 1075, which translate to
V097 PHlg 2 < 7.81 x 1072 and +/[¢7¢?+|gF[> < 7.69 x 1072, respectively. The experimental
bounds from Y(39) read Br(Y(3S) — 7u) < 3.1 x 1075 and Br(Y(3S) — 7¢) < 4.2 x 107° from
which we obtain /|97 [>+|g5'[? < 5.11 x 1072 and +/[¢7¢[?+[|gF > < 5.95 x 1072, respectively.

The experimental measurements of the FV decay of J/¢ are given by Br(J/¢Y — 7u) < 2 X
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Meson| my Loy fv
T(15) | 9.4603 |5.402 x 1075| 0.649
T(2S) |10.02326/3.198 x 10~ 0.481
T(39) | 10.3552 |2.032 x 1075| 0.539
J/ | 3.0969 | 9.29 x 1075 | 0.418
¢ |1.019461|4.249 x 10~3| 0.241
p | 0.77526 |  0.1478  |0.2094
w | 0.78266 | 8.68 x 1073 0.2094

TABLE IV: Mass, decay width and decay constant of the relevant vector mesons. All values are in GeV.

1075, Br(J/v — 7e) < 8.3 x 107% and Br(J/v» — pe) < 1.6 x 1077, from which we obtain
97" P+lgR' > < 0.95, /19712 +H95? < 1.93 and +/|g}°|?+|gk1? < 0.19, respectively. Finally,
the bounds on the decay of ¢ is given by Br(¢ — pe) < 2 x 1079, which translate to the rather
weak bound /[¢}°|?+|gh |? < 42.93. The last bound seems to indicate that perturbativity is lost,
however, the experimental limits are simply not strong enough to yield a meaningful bound.
Next, we turn our attention to pseudoscalar mesons®, which are mesons with quantum numbers
JP¢ = 0~T. Table |[V| contains all the relevant information for these mesons. The QCD matrix

element can be expressed as
(0| 5 |P(p)) = —ifpp", (37)

which when used in Eq. yields the decay width

2
2 £2 2 2
ne- f myms [, i i m;
T(P = () ~ P 1<”2+ ”2)1— i 38
( ! ]) 167Tsin29W m‘é gL’ ‘gR m2Z (38)
where n = 2 for P = 7% 7,1 and n = 1 for all other mesons, since for the former mesons,

experimental bounds are quoted on Eiifj + Efﬁj-i, and thus there is an additional factor of 2 arising
from the h.c. part of the Lagrangian. The experimental bounds on the FV decays of n, ' and 7
are given by Br(n — pe) < 6 x 1076, Br(n — pe) < 4.7 x 107* and Br(7® — pe) < 3.6 x 1075,
respectively [50]. They translate to the following bounds /|g}“|?+|gk |> < 22.72, /| |?+|gR 1> <
2.16 x 10 and 97 P +gk |2 < 5.7 x 1072, respectively, and we can see that the experimental

bounds from the decay of n and 1’ are too weak to be meaningful, unlike the bounds from the decay

of 7Y,

5 The only scalar meson that has FV bounds is the f° meson, however, we were unable to find a measured value of
its decay constant.
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Meson mp Ty fr

n 0.547862 | 1.31x 1076 | 0.108
7| 0.95778 | 1.88 x 10~* | 0.089
70 10.1349768| 7.80421 x 1079 |0.13041
By | 5.27972 |4.33681 x 10~'3| 0.186
B 5.36693 [4.30841 x 10~13| 0.224
D° | 1.86484 |1.60345 x 10~'2{ 0.2074
K9 10.497611 |1.28596 x 10~17| 0.155
K% ]0.497611 | 7.3475 x 107'° | 0.155

TABLE V: Mass, decay width and decay constant of the relevant pseudo-scalar mesons. All values are in

GeV.

Next, we consider the FV decays from B mesons. The limits on the FV decays of By are given
by [50] Br(Bg — 7it) < 1.4 x 1072, Br(By — 7€) < 1.6 x 107> and Br(B; — ,ue) < 1x 1077, which
translate to \/|g7"|2+|g5'|? < 3.42 x 1074, \/]g7°P+]g5 > < 3.66 x 10~* 97 P+gk 12 <
4.3 x 107°. Similarly, the experimental limits on the FV decays of By are given by Br(Bs — 7u) <
4.2 x 1074, Br(Bs — 7e) < 1.4 x 1072 and Br(Bs — pe) < 5.4 x 1079 [50], which yield the bounds
V09 PR 2 < 7.24 x 1073, \/[g7 P4 9R > < 4.18 x 1072 and /[¢}“|>+|g% |2 < 8.21 x 1075,
respectively.

Finally, we consider the FV decays of the neutral mesons D° and Kg. The experimental limits
are given by Br(D" — pe) < 1.3 x 1078 and Br(K? — pe) < 4.7 x 107'2] which translate to
0952+ 12 < 4.51 x 1074 and 4 /[g/“[>+|g’5 |? < 6.57 x 1078 respectively.

We can see from the above constraints, that meson decays can provide relatively strong con-
straints that are more stringent than direct searches, however, they fall short of competing with
bound obtained from the usual channels, like ¢; — £;v and ¢; — 3¢;. Nonetheless, searches for FV
meson decays remain promising as potential channels to search for FV in the Z sector, and thus

merit further interest.

I. 7 — u(e) + Meson Decays

The same treatment introduced in the previous section can be used to set bounds on F'V 7 decays
to a muon or an electron together with a meson. Such decays proceed via a diagram like Fig. [7] in
reverse, with the initial state being ¢; = 7, and the final state being ¢; = p1, e + meson. The same

current algebra technique can be used, and the results are quite similar. In our calculation we drop
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m; as usual. The decay width involving a vector meson is given by

2 -2
e2f‘2/m§ 742 702 m%/ 2m%/ m%/
I(r = V) ~ ?WWOQL "+lgr ) 1- m2 1+ m2 - - (39

The latest experimental measurements of the FV 7 decays to u, e 4+ meson can be found in [50].
For decays involving the p meson, the experimental measurements are given by Br(r — pp?) <
1.7x107% and Br(7 — ep”) < 2.2x 1078, which translate to the limits y/|g7"|>+|g5'|2 < 5.5x 1075
and /|g7¢]2+]g7|> < 6.26 x 1075, respectively. The experimental measurements involving decays

to the w meson read Br(7 — uw) < 3.9x107% and Br(r — ew) < 2.4x 1078, which yield the bounds

:

97" [2+|95" 12 < 8.34x 1075 and /[g]°[*+[g5[? < 6.55x 107°. Finally, the experimental limits on
the decays involving the ¢ meson are given by Br(7 — p¢) < 2.3x1078 and Br(7 — e¢) < 2x 1078,
which translate to |/|g7"[?+|g5'[? < 6.12 x 107° and /|g7¢[>+]gF|> < 5.71 x 107°, respectively.

Next, we turn to 7 decays involving pseudoscalar mesons. The decay width of these processes
is given by

4 m2

2

2£2,.3 2

& m m

D P) = I (gt |- e (40)
327 sin” Oyym’, 2

Here, the FV 7 decays involve 7, K? 7 and 1. The bounds on the decays that involve
70 are given by Br(t — un®) < 1.1 x 1077 and Br(r — en®) < 1 x 1078, which translate to
97" [2+|gR' 12 < 2.15 x 107* and /[g7°[>+]g5[? < 1.83 x 107*. The bounds involving K
are given by Br(r — puK?) < 2.3 x 1078 and Br(r — eK?) < 2.6 x 1078, and these translate
to /197" P+gR' > < 8.92 x 107° and +/[¢7¢[>+|gF[> < 9.48 x 107°. The bounds involving 7
are given by Br(r — un) < 6.5 x 107% and Br(r — en) < 9.8 x 1078, from which we obtain
97" [2+|gR" 12 < 2.19 x 107* and +/[¢7¢[?>+[gF[> < 2.61 x 10~*. Finally, the bounds involving
n" are given by Br(r — un’) < 1.3 x 1077 and Br(r — en) < 1.6 x 1077, from which we obtain
97" [2+|gR' 12 < 4.8 x 107* and +/[g7¢|?+[gF > < 5.32 x 1074, The Belle II experiment is
expected to improve the bound on the 7 — un decay to 1079 [61], which would translate to

97" [P+|gR' 12 < 2.72 x 1075,

Inspecting the bounds, we can see they are in general stronger than those obtained from meson
decays by roughly one to two orders of magnitude. Thus, the FV 7 decays involving mesonic final
states are also a promising channel for probing FV, which highlights the potential of 7 factories.
We conclude this section by pointing out that the same treatment cannot be applied to the u lepton

since it is lighter than all other mesons, and thus cannot decay to a final state involving any meson.
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FIG. 8: Muon conversion in nuclei at tree level and at one loop.
J. p to e Conversion in Nuclei

Very stringent constraints on the FV Z couplings to pe can be obtained from the experimental
searches of muon conversion in nuclei. Such a conversion can proceed via the FV Z already at
tree level as in the left diagram of Fig. [7] It can also proceed at one loop as in the remaining two
diagrams in Fig. [§] Notice that in the loop diagrams, the Z loop can be integrated out to become
an effective vertex by utilizing the results of ¢; — £;v decay. Here we highlight the overall results
and present the full details in Appendix [C]

The experimental limits on the conversion rate of u — e in nuclei are quoted as the branching
fraction of the conversion rate relative to the muon capture rate by the target nucleus. According

to the SINDRUM II collaboration [60], gold yields the strongest bounds BrA"(p — €) < 7 x 10713,

which translate into the bound \/ |97 |240.74| g5 |? < 5.48 x 107!, We see that muon conversion
can be quite sensitive to F'V, which makes it ideal for such searches.

With regards to future experiments, the Mu2e experiment [62] is designed to use aluminum as
its target material, with a projected sensitivity of Br*!(x — e) < 1076 [63]. This can yield the
bound \/\gﬁe!2+0.74\g§y2 <9.49 x 10713,

K. Muonium-antimuonium Oscillations

Muonium is a bound state of an electron and an antimuon, which can oscillate to antimuonium,
a bound state of an antimuoinium and a positron. In the SM, muonium-antimuoinium oscillation is
heavily suppresses (O(1073%)), however, the transition probability can be sizable if there is a BSM
contribution. The time-integrated M <+ M oscillation is constrained by the MACS experiment at
PSI to be P(M « M) < 8.3 x 107! [64]. This can be used to set bounds on the FV couplings of
the Z to pue.

Muonium-animuonium oscillation through FV Z couplings can proceed via the s- and ¢- channels
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FIG. 9: Muonium-antimuonium oscillation through FV Z couplings.

as shown in Fig. [0} The details of how to calculate the time-integrated transition probability is
provided in Appendix @L with the transition probability provided in Eq. . Thus, the bound is
obtained by requiring that Py, < Pyacs. Given that the MACS experiment used a magnetic field
of strength B = 0.1 Tesla, we obtain the bound

(19512419412 + 6.5]9| 2 g 1P —2.32(| g >+ | g 1) Re(gh g™ < 2.72 x 1076, (41)

L. The g — 2 Anomaly

Theoretically, it is possible for FV Z couplings to solve the g — 2 anomaly via a FV Z loop
correction to the yuu vertex, however, given that the size of the couplings needed to solve the
anomaly is g > O(1073) as suggested by the proposed solution with a Z’, we can see that the above
bounds exclude this possibility.

We conclude this section by summarizing all the bounds and projections in Fig.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we studied and set upper bounds on the F'V couplings of the Z boson to charged
leptons. Specifically, we have studied the bounds from direct searches from the LHC, LEP eTe™ —
w777~ searches, FV loop corrections to flavor-conserving Z decays to leptons, corrections
to EWPO, ¢; — £y decays, ¢; — 3{; decays, {; — {; + inv. decays, F'V leptonic meson decays,
T — p(e) + meson decays, muon conversion in nuclei and from muonium-antimuonium oscillation.

For Z couplings to 7, we found that 7 — yy yielded the strongest bounds, at a level of O(107?),
followed by 7 — 3u. We also found that future experiments could improve the bound to O(107°).

On the other hand, for Z couplings to 7e, we found that 7 — 3e, pue yielded the strongest bounds,
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FIG. 10: Summary of all bounds and projections on the FV Z couplings to T (top left), 7e (top right),
and pe (bottom).

reaching a level of O(1077) as well, followed by 7 — e + . We also found that future experiments
involving 7 — 3e can improve the bound to O(10~%). Finally, for Z couplings to pue, we found
that p — 3e yielded the strongest bounds, reaching a level of O(1071!), followed by p — ey, muon
conversion in nuclei, Kg — pe and p — e + inv. We also found that future experiments involving
i — 3e can improve the bound to O(10713). In addition, we also found that bounds obtained from
meson decays and from 7 decays involving mesons, could yield significant bounds, ranging between
0O(1072) — O(1078), thereby representing promising venues for searching for FV in the Z sector, in
addition to the processes highlighted above. In general, we find that bounds on the Z couplings to
pe are several orders of magnitude stronger than those to 7y and Te.

In this study, we limited ourselves to F'V in the Z interactions with leptons. we are planning to
extend this treatment to the FV Z couplings to quarks as well. Furthermore, and as mentioned in
the introduction, there has been significant interest in studying the possibility of FV in the Higgs
sector, with stringent bounds already existing in the literature (see for instance [28]). Some of the

processes discussed herein were also used to set bounds on the F'V couplings of the Higgs, however,
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as several of the processes discussed here are novel, such as the decays involving mesons, it would
interesting to evaluate the bounds that can be extracted from them on the Higgs interactions. We
plan to do this in a future work. We conclude by pointing out that FV represents an interesting

venue for potential BSM physics and thus merits attention.
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Appendix A: Detailed Calculation of the ¢; — ¢;v Decay

Here, we provide the detailed derivation of the decay width of ¢; — £;~. In our calculation, we
will drop all terms ~ O(m; j/mz). At this level of approximation, the leg corrections where the
photon is radiated from outside the loop are subleading and can be dropped. The matrix element

of the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. [j] are given by

M = eii(2) | (9" Pr + 9" Po)L(p a1, mi) (91 P + 9rPr)

+ (9.Pr + 9grPL)I(p, q1, mj)(g?*PL + gg*PR)]U(P)Gi(%)? (A1)

where the loop integral is given by

AR AP K d - m) (B K m)Y (as — kaks/m3)
tm) = | @o =k = )2 = mlp — k)2 — k2 = m3]

(A2)

Evaluating the integral using dimensional regularization in the M.S scheme, and dropping m,; since

mr > my, > me, we obtain

N 3ie
T 3272

(g2 | (97 Pr+ 9% Pr)(9LPL+ grPr) + (9rPL+ grPr) (97" PL+ 93" Pr) |u(p)e,(q1),
(A3)
and upon integrating |M|? over the phase space, we obtain Eq.
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Appendix B: Detailed Calculation of ¢; — {; + ¢, + 0y

There are two contributions to this process as shown in Fig.[6] The amplitude of the Z-mediated
diagram can be written as

. (k2+k3)u(ka+ks)y
—i(guw — B —

My —
! (ko + k3)? —m7

w(ka)v” (9r.Pr + QRPR)U(/%)E(M)V“(Q?*PL + gg*PR)U(P)

(B1)

On the other hand, one can use the results in Eq. (A3]) to integrate out the loop and write the
interaction as an effective vertex. With this, the amplitude of the second diagram reads

3ie? 1

= 3902 (p — )2 k2 ok k)

2

x (97" Pr+ gi Pr)(9rPr + grPr) + (9.PL + grPr) (97" Pr + 933" Pr)|u(p),  (B2)

and the total matrix element is given by M = M1+ Mas. In general, the integrals are complex and
the result is not very illuminating, however, as it turns out, the second diagram dominates by orders
of magnitude compared to the first. Thus, we can drop M. In addition, we can treat the final state
as massless since this only amounts to dropping terms O(m;/m.). Thus, upon integrating |May|?
over the phase space, we obtain Eq. We have verified numerically that our approximations are

justified.

Appendix C: Detailed Calculation of the Muon Conversion in Nuclei

Following the convention of [59], we can write the most general effective Lagrangian for muon
conversion in nuclei as follows

1
L= CL%(édaﬁpL,u)Fag - =

8 2 Z [Q%S (éPR:u) (gQ) + Q%P (éPR/,L) (675(]) + g(lle (E’YOCPL/«L)

q

_ _ _ 1 _ _
X (Vaq) + 9 4 (@Y PLp) (GVa59) + 59&(60’15 Prp)(Goasq) + (L < R)|, (C1)

where the first term arises from the magnetic dipole operator after integrating out the loop, the
first term inside the square brackets is the scalar operator, the second is the pseudoscalar operator,
the third and fourth are the vector and axial vector operators respectively, and the last one is the
tensor operator. Inspecting the Feynman diagrams in Fig. |8 we can see that we don’t have any
diagrams contributing to the scalar, pseudoscalar, or tensor operators. Thus we have g7 g = 9;125 =

9t p = ghp = 9%y = 9%y = 0. On the other hand, the first diagram contributes to g7, 9% 974
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and g7 ,, whereas the second and the third diagrams contribute to all three remaining operators.
Now, to extract coefficients ¢z, r, we can use the magnetic dipole operator to write the effective

vertex after integrating out the loops in the second and third diagrams in Fig. 8] as follows

em . ES * *
1 WSL u(q2) |crd, V" PL + crg,v” Pr + ¢, PrY"d, + +CRPL’YV§]1]U(17)E (q1), (C2)

M =

which is to be matched to the exact result found in Eq. (A3). A simple calculation yields the

matching
oL =— > grg" (C3)
L 8777% 9RrRIRp >
CR=— 3 grgp<. (C4)
sz L

Turning our attention to extracting the vector and axial coefficients, first notice that the matrix

element of the first diagram is given by

|:ga[3 - m%z(pl —k1)a(p1 — k1)p

(p1 — k1)2 —m3,

U(k2)v" (g — g%vs)u(p2),
(C5)

My = a(ki)y (97" Pr + g~ Pr)u(p1)

where g‘q/ and g% are the vector and axial couplings of the Z to quarks. In the non-relativistic
limit, we can assume that E,, < m,, Ex < my and that the momentum transfer to the nucleus is

negligible, in which case, Eq. (C5|) can be approximated as

1 ex ex —
My = g a(k1)y* (9" Pr + g% Pr)u(pr)u(k2)va(gy — 9475)u(p2). (C6)
On the other hand, the contribution of the second and third diagrams of Fig. can be obtained
using Eq. (A3)), which after some simplification reads
B 3e? 1
3272 (p1 — ky

My =~ )QH(kl)’y“(ngﬁe*PL + grgt " Pr)u(pr)u(k2)vau(p2), (C7)

and the total contribution is given by M = M; + Ms. Now, it’s easy to extract the vector and

axial coeflicients, which are found to be

2 3
q ~ (= 4 o He*
gy = (mgzgv + Arm?2 gL)QL >

m
2 3a

a (. % «q pex

dry = (mgzgv + 47TmigR 9r >
2

R e

9ra mQZgAgL )
2 ¥

Iha = —nggﬁée : (C8)

Z
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Now that we have all the EFT coefficients, we can proceed with calculating the u — e con-
version rate. Following [59], the matrix elements that contribute to the conversion are (N|gq|N),
(N|gy*q|N) and (N|gF* q|N), whereas (N|gy"~vs5q | N) vanishes. This implies that we can neglect
91r.a- Therefore, we can express the conversion rate as

2
CLD + gg)‘)/V( P) gl(q&V( n) (C9)

T(p—e) = crD +§(LP&V(P> —|—gj(: Jyn ‘ + ‘ -

e
1672
where
~(p) _ o (u) (d)
9rvry = 291v.Ry + 9LV RV
_ d
g(L@'RV ggzu&Rv + 29(LX)/,RV’ (C10)

and the coefficients D, V® and V(" are the overlap integrals between the muon, electron and

nucleus wavefunctions, which can be found for various target materials in [59]. Notice that for

(n)

neutrons, the second term of g; i, vanishes due to the lack of an electric charge. According to

the SINDRUM II collaboration [60], gold yields the strongest bound on the conversion rate

L(p—e)

B Au —_
' (M - e) [FCapture (,u)

] <7x107 @90% CL, (C11)
Au

where the muon capture rate in gold is given by Fcapwre = 13.07x10° s7!, and the overlap integrals

for gold are given by Vgu) = 0.0974771!5/2 VA(u) =0. 146m5/ ,and Dp, = 0. 1897715/2 On the other

hand, the MU2e experiment [62] is designed to use aluminum as a target material, and is projected
to have a sensitivity of [63]

I'(p—e)

B Al _
g (M - 6) [FCapture(M)

] <1076 @ 90% CL, (C12)
Al

=0.7054 x 10% s7!, and the overlap
5/2

and for aluminum, the muon capture rate is given by Fé;pmre

integrals for aluminum are given by V/il) = 0. 0161m5/2 V/il) 0. 0173m,5/ and Da; = 0.0362m,,

Appendix D: Detailed Calculation of M « M Oscillation

We can write the interaction Lagrangian of the muonium-antimuonium oscillation as follows [65]

(see also [66])

s\
||

sm
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where Q; are all the possible operators that can induce M < M oscillation, which are given by

Q1 = [7a(l —y5)e][py™ (1 — 75 )el,
Q2 = [I7a(L + v5)e] [y (L + 75)e],
@3 = [7a(1 +5)e][py™ (1 — y5)el,
Qa4 = [#(1 — y5)el[m(1 — 75 )el,

@5 = [(1 + 5 )el[m(1 + 75 )el, (D2)

with all other operators related to the 5 above by linear combination and Fierz identities. Inspecting
the Feynman diagrams in Fig. [0} it is quite obvious that only @1, Q2 and @3 contribute to the
oscillation. In [66], the time-integrated transition probability was calculated, however, they did
not take into account the magnetic dependence, which was treated in [67]. The treatment of [67]
was applied in [68] to the Z’, so we use their results. The theoretical time-integrated transition

probability was found to be

_ 64 9 2 G1+ Go 2G3 2 9 G1+ Gy §G3 2
Pry = =m0t Gh [ Gs + 1+X2 ‘ + |C10] ‘G3+ i ‘ }
2.57 x 107° G+ Gy — G+ Gy — lGg 2
= G +|C Gs + 2 , (D3
G2, [ 3T /71_1_ ‘ | 10|‘ 3 e H (D3)

where G is the Fermi constant, 7 = 2.2us is the lifetime of the muon, myeq = myme/(my, +me) ~
me is the reduced mass of the muonium, X encodes the magnetic flux density, which is given
by X =~ 6.31B/Tesla (see the Appendix B of [68] for the more detail), and |Cg,,|?* denote the
population of the muonium states with a total angular momentum = F' and an angular momentum
in the £ direction = m. In our calculation, we use the same values quotes in [67], which are
|Co,0/?= 0.32 and |C} o|?= 0.18.

Now, the coefficients G; are model-dependent, and have been found for Z’ in [68]. Thus, we can

easily extend their results to the case of a FV Z. We find

V2|gi)?

Gl )
8mZ

2

a, — V2lor V2|9 | |
8mZ

Qﬁgyegue*
Gy = — LR (D4)
8m?,
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